Erratum: "A microstructurally motivated description of the deformation of vertically aligned carbon nanotube structures" [Appl. Phys. Lett We found an error in the code used to obtain the results in our paper. This programming error had two consequences: (i) the viscoplastic constitutive relation described in Ref. 2 and used in the calculations in Ref. 3 did not satisfy plastic normality and (ii) the overall stress-strain curve obtained with corrected code could contain numerically induced high frequency oscillations. 1, 4 The error and its consequences are described in detail in Refs. 2 and 4.
In Ref. 3 , several material parameters characterizing the uniaxial stress response were taken to vary with the relative density (or equivalently, volume fraction, /): Young's modulus, E, and the reference flow strength, r pl , were taken to increase as the square of the relative density while the densification strain, d , was taken to decrease linearly with the relative density. Here, we show results obtained with the corrected code.
An overall stress-strain response, calculated from the quasi-static principle of virtual work in order to minimize the numerically induced oscillations, and outer displacement profiles obtained from the corrected code are shown in Figure 1 . These results are qualitatively the same as in Figure 3 of Ref. 3 for reference and þ1.5% changes in density.
The calculations in Ref. 2 were repeated with the corrected code and the main difference with the results reported originally was a smaller region of the parameter space where the deformation mode involved propagating buckles. Outside of this buckling region, the amplitude, A, the wavelength, w, and the strain between stress drops, D, cannot be calculated as illustrated by the result for a À1.5% change in / shown in Figure 1 . Nevertheless, using parameters identical to those in This arises from variations in the deformation profile along the surface in the axial direction, whereas the original calculations gave more uniform buckles. (iii) No discernible trend is obtained for the variation in D or amplitude, A, with density and an increased density leads to an increased value of w, the reverse of that obtained previously.
The overall compressive response as shown in Figure 1 is very similar to that obtained with the original code. Also, the mean values of the strain between stress drops, D and the buckle amplitude, A, are similar to those originally reported. However, the dependence of wavelength w on density and the variations of D and A with density qualitatively differ from those reported in Ref. 3 . Furthermore, with the corrected code a progressive buckling mode of deformation is not obtained for density reductions exceeding À0.5%.
